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or the- triple uV^erpass. It was cut out uk-er my supervision, 

and I personally returned it to the FBI laboratory. In the FBI 

• • " ; 

laboratory It was examined for the presence of any foreign material, 

*••***. 

• « • # »v ' • . 

, ' “Mr," Hedlich. For the record, the results of this Investlga-. 

tlon have been summarized in a communication from Director Hoover 

to Mr. Rankin, dated August 12, 1964, and designated now as the 

* • 

. • t 

Chaneyfelt Exhibit No. 27/ Is that correct, Mr. Ihaneyfelt? 

I f 1 

Mr. Ihaneyfelt. Shat Is correct. 

‘ k 1 

Examination of the mark on the curbing in the laboratory 
resulted in the finding of foreign metal smears adhering to the 
curbing section within the area of the mark. 3hese metal smears 
were spectographically determined to be essentially lead with a 
trace of antimony. No copper was found. 

% 

The lead could have originated from the lead core of a mutl- 

lated metal- Jacketed bullet such as the type of bullet loaded Into 

the 6.5 millimeter Mannlicher Carcano cartridges, or from some 

# 

I 

other source having the same composition. . 

The absence of copper jprecludes the possibility that the mark 
on the curbing section, was made by an unmutllated military full * 

metal-jacketed bullet such as the bullet from Governor Connally's . 

• • • 

stretcher . *• • 

• ♦ *% 

She damage to the curbing would have been much more extensive 

4 ♦ • t * g # • *% 

if a rifle bullet had struck the curbing without first having 

♦ • C 

% . I 

struck some other object. Therefore, this mark could not have 

• •! 

been made by the first impact of a high velocity rifle bullet. 
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Mr. Itedllch. Based on your examination of the marie on the 

curb, can you tell us whether the marie which we have been referring 

to It a nlclc on the curb, that 1 b, has a piece of the curb been 

' .5 M 4 t 

chipped away, or 1 b it Instead a simple marking of lead? \ •.% 

Mr. Chaneyfelt. Yes, It is not a chip. There Is no indica- 
tion of any of the curbing having been removed, but rather it is 
a deposit of lead on the surface of the curbing that has given 


the appearance of a mark. 


l 




It was also established from a microscopic study of the 
‘ # 

curbing that the lead object that struck the curbing^ that caused 

the mark, was moving in a general direction away from the Texas 

School Book Depository building. * 

Mr. Ttedllch. In connection with this investigation into the 

« 

microscopic characteristics of the marie, a photograph was prepared 
which is designated as Chaneyfelt Exhibit No. 35. Hill you desrlbe 

that photograhfc? - H 

(The photograph ref ere d to was marked Chaneyfelt Exhibit No. 

35 for Identification.) 

Mr. Chaneyfelt. Yes. Chaneyfelt Exhibit No. 35 Is a^color 
photograph that I made of the mark on the curbing, which is 

Chaneyfelt Exhibit No. 3^. ®»ls ls magnified about five. times, * # 

• • • 

and shows only the marked area. There ls a rod area in the lower 
left corner mnriced A which designates the point of Initial impact, 

and the lead deposit ia. then sprayed out in a f an- like direction 

• • ♦ 

from that arrow. ’• 
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